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SUMMARY 


The National Science Foundation Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1981 currently is anticipated to include 
an authorization for a $1,600,000 to continue to 
implement the plans and programs developed under 
the study grant phase of the State Science, Engineering, 
and Technology Program. In the 1980 Fiscal Year, the 
Foundation provided approximately $1,000,000 to 
initiate the implementation phase of the State Science, 
Engineering, and Technology (SSET) Program. 
Assuming that monies are appropriated in the 1981 
Fiscal Year equal to the authorized amount, approxi- 
mately $800,000 would be required to provide second 
year support for the projects initiated in the 1980 
Fiscal Year, leaving about $800,000 for new efforts. 
Awards made under this Program are being used by 
States to carry out plans and programs designed to 
identify and analyze potentially useful ways in which 
State governments can strengthen their policy 
management capacities for using scientific, engineering, 
and technical resources in meeting the needs of their 
citizens. Awards of up to three years may be requested. 
Both the Executive and Legislative branches of each 
State Government are eligible under the Program. 
The Federal share of each project shall not exceed 
two-thirds of the total project cost; the State share 
may be in the form of cash or equivalent services. 

Applications should be submitted as early as possible. 
The deadline for receipt of applications is 2 October 
1980. It is anticipated that awards will be made during 
December 1980. Applications not received by 2 October, 
or returned for correction of deficiencies, may be 
resubmitted for consideration during a possible third 
round in the 1982 Fiscal Year, if the funds are authorized 
by the Congress. 


INTRODUCTION 


The National Science Foundation Authorization Act 
for 1977 provided two and one-half million dollars for 
awards to both the Executive and Legislative Branches 
of State government, under a program entitled the 
State Science, Engineering, and Technology (SSET) 
Program. 


The planning program was intended to provide 
State governments with assistance in the development 
or improvement of the policy-formulation processes 
in their States. Funds were provided to assist a State 
in identifying the need for, and the contributions that 
can be made by, policy analyses, research results, 
and scientific, engineering, and technical resources 
in the policy-formulation and decision-making process 
of that State, in both the Executive and Legislative 
Branches. The specific mandate for this program is 
contained in the Joint Explanatory Statement of the 
Committee of Conference, a report appended to the 
National Science Foundation Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1977 (P.L. 94-471). 

Since the Congressional mandate for the program 
made it clear that every effort should be made to 
maximize participation by the States, the detailed 
design provided for three rounds of applications, 
resulting in awards involving 49 Executive Branches 
and 42 Legislatures. The responsibility of these 91 
awardees was to conduct studies leading to final reports 
which contained a plan and program that: 


1) Assessed the advisability of developing or im- 
proving a program for using scientific, engi- 
neering, and technical resources in resolving 
critical and complex policy issues; 

2) Described the program (structure, process, 
and procedure) and the linkage to science, en- 
ginering, and technical resources within and 
without State governments; and 

3) Outlined the approach recommended for identi- 
fying priorities for policy research and analysis. 


Further, the report was to be submitted to the Gov- 
ernor or Legislative leadership in order that the plan 
and program would be reviewed and that consideration 
would be given by that leadership to implement the 
plan and program as part of the policy-management 
process of that branch. 

A Program Announcement was issued during the 
1980 Fiscal Year to notify the Executive and Legislative 
Branches of State government that funding was 
available to assist in the implementation of the plans 
anc programs described above. Thirty-seven appli- 


cations were received, of which fifteen were 
recommended for awards totalling almost one million 
dollars. Eight Executive Branches and seven Legislative 
Branches constituted the total. 

This Program Announcement has been prepared to 
notify the Executive and Legislative Branches of State 
government that funding is expected to be available 
in a second round to assist in the implementation of 
the plans and programs described above. The National 
Science Foundation Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1981 currently is anticipated to authorize SSET Program 
funding in the amount of $1,600,000. Of this total, 
approximately half would be available for new projects. 
Awards of up to three years may be requested. Funding 
in subsequent Fiscal Years has not been approved by 
the United States Congress. If and when such funding 
becomes available, this Program Announcement will 
be amended as appropriate, and then reissued. 


GENERAL PURPOSE INFORMATION 


Eligibility 


These grants are intended for the Executive and 
Legislative Branches of State government. The 
limitations on application submissions are as follows: 


1. One application per branch fer State will be 
considered. 

2. In the Executive Branch, the Governor shall 
designate the State agency, office, unit, or 
other State organization (hereafter referred to 
as the applicant organization) which shall apply 
for a grant under this Program.) 

3. In the Legislative Branch, the Legislative 
leadership of both houses collectively shall 
designate the applicant organization. Legisla- 
tive leadership shall mean the elected leaders 
of the two Houses of the Legislature of a State, 
acting together; or, if unicameral, the elected 
leadership of the single House. 


Application Format 


Each application shal! contain the following ele- 
rients: 


1. Cover Sheet. This sheet should be in the for- 
mat required in Appendix A. The following 
definitions should be noted: 


a. Applicant Official. That individual in the 
applicant organization enpowered to com- 
mit the time and fiscal resources of the 
organization for iniplementing the work pro- 
gram activities. Typically, the individual 
will be the director of the applicant organ- 
ization. 

b. Project Director. That individual in the 
applicant organization vested with the 


no 


responsibility for overseeing the manage- 
ment of the project. In addition, that indi- 
vidual or another may act as a Project Man. 
ager with responsibility for the day-to-day 
operations of the project. 

c. Administering Financial Official. That 
individual in the applicant organization 
vested with the responsibility to account 
for, and report on, the expenditure of 
funds for the applicant organization. 


Abstract. A concise abstract of about 200-250 
words shall be provided clearly summarizing 
the background material (Section 4b) and the 
proposed work program activities (Section 4c). 
Table of Contents. 

Narrative. The narrative snall include the 
following sub-elements: 


Project Objective. A concisely stated proj- 
ect objective shall be provided that is spe- 
cific to the branch of the State making the 
application and that is consistent with and 
builds upon the plan and program appended 
to the application (Section 8). 

b. Background Material. A generalized de- 
scription shall be provided for that branch 
of State government of the existing science 
policy management process and the access 
to, and use of, scientific, engineering, and 
technical resources. Both text and diagram- 
matic material may be utilized as appro- 
priate. Whenever practical, reference may 
be made to the plan and program described 
in the Appendix. 

c. Work Program Activities. A description 
of the work pregram activities to be under- 
taken under the grant shail be provided 
that is consistent with and builds upon the 
SSET plan and program of the State (Sec- 
tion 8}. 

d. Central Policy Management Process. the 
relationship of the proposed SSET process 
and/or mechanism to the central policy 
management process of the branch shall 
be demonstrated. 

e. Capacity Strengthening Focus. The rela- 
tionship between the work program activi- 
ties being implemented and the SSET ob- 
jective of strengthening the policy manage- 
ment capacity of State governmentshall be 
demonstrated. 

f. Institutionalization Strategy. The strategy 
shall be provided for institutionalizing, 
without Foundation support, the process 
and mechanism being undertaken, assum- 
ing that it warrants continuation after the 
Foundation-supported period. 


5. 


6. 


g. Applicant Organization. The roles and 
responsibilities of the applicant organiza- 
tion shall be described briefly, and an organi- 
zation chart indicating its relationship to 
the Governor or Legislative leadership shall 
be provided. 

h. Performing Personnel. Qualifications shall 
be provided of the proposed project direc- 
tor, project manager (if different), and 
senior policy and professional SSET Pro- 
gram staff. Current and pending support 
of such staff shall be provided in the format 
outlined in Appendix D. 

i. Interim Reports. Provision shall be made 
for the submission every six months of three 
copies of a brief report that outlines pro- 
gress toward completion of the work pro- 
gram activities. ' 

j. Final Report. Provision shall be made for 
the submission of one hundred copies of 
the final report at the end of the project 
period. While no specific length or format 
guidelines are mandated (other than acknowl- 
edgement and disclaimer), it is anticipated 
that the report (at a minimum) will sum- 
marize: the experience of the branch of the 
State with the process and/or mechanism 
being implemented; the changes made in 
the process and/or mechanism as a result 
of that experience; the specific accomplish- 
ments in policy management issue resolu- 
tion and problem solving during the imple- 
mentation period; the findings, conclusions, 
lessons learned, and recommendations re- 
sulting from the experiences during the 
implementation period; and the strategy 
and potential for institutionalization of the 
process and/or mechanism if successful. 


Budget. A detailed budget for each year or 
period of support and an aggregate budget for 
the total project shall be provided showing 
costs for personnel, other direct costs, and 
direct costs as well as items to be supported 
with Federal grant funds with State contribu- 
tions. The budget should be in the format re- 
quired in Appendices B and C. Appendix B 
(Form 1030) shall reflect only funds requested 
from the Foundation; Appendix C shall reflect 
the total project effort, :acluding both the Foun- 
dation-requested funds and the State contribu- 
tions. 

Designation of Applicant Organizations. A letter 
designating the applicant organization shall be 
provided from the Governor or the Legislative 
leadership. One letter may suffice for this pur- 
pose and for the endorsement required under 
Section 7 following. 


Endorsement. A letter of endorsement of the 
application shall be provided from the Gov- 
ernor or Legislative leadership. 

Appendix. The plan and program developed 
during the SSET Program study phase shall be 
submitted as an Appendix to the application. 
This plan and program shall describe the proc- 
ess and/or mechanism by which the work pro- 
gram activities (4.c) are to be undertaken. The 
guidelines for that plan and program are pro- 
vided in the Program Announcement for the 
study phase (NSF 77-38: The State Science, 
Engineering, and Technology Program). The 
plan may be revised prior to its submission as 
an appendix to this application; however, those 
revisions shali be consistent with the objectives 
of the SSET Program as specified in ’rogram 
Announcement 77-38. Any applicant organiza- 
tion which did not participate in that study 
phase may submit a new plan, which is con- 
sistent with SSET Program objectives. 

Other Appendices. These may include such 
other information that the applicant organiza- 
tion deems appropriate. 


REVIEW PROCEDURES AND CRITERIA 


Applications will be reviewed by NSF staff, as well 
as by individuals from outside the Foundation knowl- 
edgeable regarding State government science, engi- 
neering, and technology programs and the central 
policy management processes of the Executive or 
Legislative Branch as appropriate. 


1. 


Format requirements. An individual application 
must contain all the elements noted within the 
Application Format section above before it 
will be accepted. 

Programmatic Requirements. The following 
are programmatic criteria unde’ which the 
substantive elements of the grants appiications 
will be evaluated. All criteria must be met 
before an individual application will be con- 
sidered for an award under the SSET Program. 


a. The process and/or mechanism being im- 
plemented must be directed to strengthen- 
ing the policy management capacity of the 
branch and not to conducting applied re- 
search projects. 

b. The process and/or mechanism being im- 
plemented must have the capacity to address — 
an array of issues or problems having sig- 
nificant scientific, engineering, or tech- 
nical components. 

c. Work program activites must be based on 
the SSET plan and program submitted as 
an Appendix to the application. 


3. 


d. Work program activities must be under- 
taken within a process and/or mechanism 
that has a demonstrab!e relationship to the 
central policy management process of the 
branch. 

e. Work program activities will be expected 
to result in the institutionalization of the 
process and/or mechanism at the end of 
the Foundation-funded period. 

f. Applicant organization must be primarily 

concerned with the central policy manage- 

ment process of the branch. 


Criteria for Evaluation. All applications meet- 
ing requirements pursuant to Sectioris 1 and 2 
above shall be subject to internal review by 
Foundation staff and to external ‘‘peer’’ re- 
view by individuals knowledgeable regarding 
the SSET Program and the central policy man- 
agement process of the executive or legislative 
branch as appropriate. In this review and eval- 
uation process, the criteria in both Sections a. 
and b. following shall be met. 


a. In accordance with Foundation guidelines, 
reviewers will comment on and evaluate 
each of the elements of the proposal: 


(1) Significance of the project objective; 

(2) Appropriateness of the work program 
activities; 

(3) Appropriateness of the organization 
and management plans; 

(4) Competence of the project team; and 

(5) Adequacy of the budget. 


b. In addition, reviewers will comment on 


and evaluate the extent to which the pro- 
posal demonstrates conformance with the 
objectives of the SSET Program: 


(1) Relationship to the central policy 
management process; 

(2) Capacity strengthening; and 

(3) Potential for institutionalization. 


Rectification of Deficiencies. Revisions in 
applications resulting in substantial changes 
in program content shall not be accepted during 
the review process. However, the rectification 
of deficiencies is permissible but only to the 
extent that, at the request of the Foundation, 
unmet format and other administrative require- 
ments are met or programmatic issues are 
clarified. 

Resubmission. Applicant organizations whose 
submissions have not been selected for an 
award will upon request be advised of the 
reasons for the decision of the Foundation and 
provided with reviewers’ comments (exclud.- 


ing the identity of the reviewers}. In addition, 
such applicant organizations may resubmit a 
revised application at a later time if another 
found of applications is approved. 

6. Selection for Award. Since support of all 
eligible applicants is not anticipated, States 
shall compete for support within selected cate- 
gories so that, in the aggregate, diversity is 
achieved across such categories for a series of 
characteristics deemed by the Foundation to 
be necessary to achieve the objeciives of the 
Program. These characteristics shall include 
but not be limited to the following: 


a. Type of branch—executive, legislative; 

b. Experience with the Intergovernmental 
Program or with similar State-supported 
program—lack of prior experience, prior 
experience; 

c. Regional distribution—four Council of 
State Governments regions; 

d. Character of state—metropolitan, non- 
metropolitan; and 

e. Population size of state—small, medium, 
large. 


MAILING INFORMATION 


Ten (10) copies of the application and one (1) copy 
of the appended plan and program shall be mailed to: 


Central Processing Section 
National Science Foundation 
1800 G Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20550 


Attention: EAS/intergovernmental 
Program Announcement NSF 80-69 


In ordcr to be censidered for an award under this 
program announcement, applications should be 
received by the National Science Foundation by 4:00 
p.m., 2 October 1980. 

In addition, three (3) separate information copies 
of both the application and the appended plan and 
program shall be sent directly to: 


Program Manayer 
SSET Program 
National Science Foundation 
Room 1150 
1800 G Street, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20550 


AWARD INFORMATION 


The notification of award will be in the form of an 
award letter. The award instrument will be a grant to 
the applicant organization. 

No costs, reimbursable under the approved award 
or allowable as the required match, may be incurred 


prior to the effective date of the project as stated in 
the award letter. 

Awards shall be administered in general accordance 
with the policies and procedures contained in the 
NSF Grants Policy Manual (NSF 77-47) and in the 
NSF Grant General Conditions (FL 118). 


ADMINISTRATION 


The SSET Program described in the publication 
has not yet been assigned a Category Number in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. 

This program will be administered by the Inter- 
governmental Program section of the Division of In- 
tergovernmentail Science and Public Technology of 
the Engineering and Applied Science Directorate of 
the National Science Foundation. Technical monitor- 
ing will be the responsibility of an Intergovernmental 
Program’s program manager. 


Considering the unique nature of this program, 
telephone calls and other inquiries are welcome. Such 
inquiries may be made by writing: 


Program Manager 

SSET Program 

National Science Foundation 
Room 1150 

1800 G Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20550; 


or by calling: (202) 357-7560 


TIME CHART (DATES APPROXIMATE) 


1980 

August Announcement Sent to Pro- 
spective Applicants. 

2 October Applications Due. 

December Awards Made. 


APPENDIX A 


Application Submitted to the National Science Foundation 
State Science, Engineering, and Technology Program 


Program Announcement 80-69 


Name of Applicant Organization 


Address of Applicant Organization 


Project Title 


Amount Requested: 


Amount Contributed: 


Total Project Cost: 


Project Duration: 


ENDORSEMENTS 
Applicant Official Project Director/ Administering 
Principal Investigator Financial Official 
Name : 
Signature: 
Title: 
Telephone: _ a 
Date: 


(SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON 


REVERSE BEFORE SUMMARY 


APPENDIX B 


COMPLETING) P..OPOSAL BUDGET 


FOR NSF USE ONLY 


ORGANIZATION 


PROPOSAL NO. 


DURATION (MONTHS) 
Proposed Granted 


PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/PROJECT DIRECTOR 


A. SENIOR PERSONNEL: PI/PD, Co-PI's. Faculty and Other Senior Associates 


(List each separately with title; A.6. show number in brackets) CAL 


AWARD NO. 


FUNDS FU 
REQUESTED BY | GRANTED BY NSF 
PROPOSER (iF DIFFERENT) 


$ $ 


( ) OTHERS (LIST INDIVIDUALLY ON BUDGET EXPLANATION PAGE) 


( ) TOTAL SENIOR PERSONNEL (1-5) 


. OTHER PERSONNEL (SHOW NUMBERS IN BRACKETS) 


) POST DOCTORAL ASSOCIATES 


) OTHER PROFESSIONALS (TECHNICIAN, PROGRAMMER, ETC.) 


) GRADUATE STUDENTS 


) UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS 


) SECRETARIAL-CLERICAL 


O19 ]S 1S] ]-]2/%]F] S/o) 8]= 


( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 


) OTHER 


TOTAL SALARIES AND WAGES (A+B) 


. FRINGE BENEFITS (IF CHARGED AS DIRECT COSTS) 


TOTAL SALARIES, WAGES AND FRINGE BENEFITS (A+B+C) 


ITEMS OVER $10,000 REQUIRE CERTIFICATION) 


TOTAL PERMANENT EQUIPMENT 


. PERMANENT EQUIPMENT (LIST ITEM AND DOLLAR AMOUNT FOR EACH ITEM EXCEEDING $1,000; 


. TRAVEL 1. DOMESTIC (INCL. CANADA AND U.S. POSSESSIONS) 


2. FOREIGN 


. PARTICIPANT SUPPORT COSTS 
1. STIPENDS $ 
2. TRAVEL 
3. SUBSISTENCE 
4. OTHER 


TOTAL PARTICIPANT COSTS 


. OTHER DIRECT COSTS 


MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 


PUBLICATION COSTS/PAGE CHARGES 


CONSULTANT SERVICES 


COMPUTER (ADPE) SERVICES 


SUBCONTRACTS 


SIA) Se /Ni= 


OTHER 


TOTAL OTHER DIRECT COSTS 


. TOTAL DIRECT COSTS (A THROUGH G) 


1. INDIRECT COSTS (SPECIFY) 


TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS 


J. TOTAL DIRECT AND INDIRECT COSTS (H + 1) 


K. RESIDUAL FUNDS (IF FOR FURTHER SUPPORT OF CURRENT PROJECTS GPM 252 AND 253) 


DATE 


L. AMOUNT OF THIS REQUEST (J) OR (J MINUS K) ; 
PI/PD TYPED NAME & SIGNATURE* a 


FOR NSF USE ONLY 


INDIRECT COST RATE VERIFICATION 


DATE e Check 


- 


INST. REP. TYPED NAME & SIGNATURE®* 


NSF FORM 1030 (8-80) SUPERSEDES ALL PREVIOUS EDITIONS 


<a 
*SIGNATUF 


Date of Rate Sheet 


1ES REQUIRED ON 


Initials - OGC 


— Program 
LY FOR REVISED 


** BUDGET (GPM 233)°° 


Instructions for Use of Summary Proposal Budget (NSF Form 1030) 


1. General 


a. Each grant proposal, including requests for supplemental or incremental funding, must contain a Summary Proposal 
Budget in this format unless a pertinent program guideline specifically provides otherwise. 


b. Copies of NSF Form 1030 and instructions should be reproduced locally, as NSF will not supply the form. 


c. A seperate form should be completed for each year of support requested. An additional form showing the cum- 
ulative budget for the full term requested should be completed for proposals requesting more than one year’s support. 
identify each year’s request (e.9., “First year ." or “Cumulative Budget,” etc.) On the upper right corner 
of the form. 

d. The summary does not eliminate the need to fully document and justify the amounts requested in each category. 
Such documentation should be contained, as appropriate, on a budget explanation page immediately following the budget 
in the proposal. (See below for discussion on various categories). 


2. Budget Line items 


A full discussion of the budget and the allowability of selected items of cost is contained in NSF Grants for Scientific 
Research (NSF 78-41), NSE Grant Policy Manual (NSF 77-47), and other NSF program brochures and guidelines. Following 
is a brief outline of budget documentation requirements, by line item: 


A., B., and C. Salaries, Wages, and Fringe Benefits (GPM 511). On the budget explanation page, list individually all senior 


personnel who were grouped u A 5, the requested person-months to be funded, and rates of pay. 
service of Appticant Official or Project Director) Principal Investigator ate chet as 


tributed, type name only and addword "contributed" in parentheses. 
D. Permanent Equipment (GPM 512 and 204.2). List item and dollar amount for each item exceeding $1,000; items over 
$10,000 require certification. Fully justify. Normally not supported by SSET projects. 


E. Travel (GPM 514). The type and extent of travel and its relation to the project must be addressed. Travel outside the 
U.S. and its possessions, Puerto Rico, and Canada must be itemized by destination and cost and justified. Dates of foreign 
visits or meetings should be included. Fare allowances are limited to round-trip, jet-economy rates. Consultant travel should 


be satel here. ehoeeten travel normally not supported by SSET projects. Travel details 


F. Participant Support Costs (GPM 518). Normally may only be requested under specific science education programs or 
for grants supporting conferences or symposia. Consult Grants for Scientific Research or specific program guidelines. 
G. Qther Direct Costs. 

1. Materials and suppies (GPM 513). Indicate types required and estimate costs. 

2. Publication Cos Charges (GPM 517). Estimate cost of preparing and publishing project results. 

3. Consultant Services eat ra). Indicate name, daily compensation (limited to $193/day), and estimated days of 

service, and justify. 
4. Computer Services (GPM 515). Include justification based on established computer service rates at the proposing 


institution. Computer equipment leasing is included here. Purchase of equipment is included under D. 
5. Subcontracts (GPM 623). Must be approved in advance. Include a completed budget and justify details. 
6. Other. Itemize and justify. 


1. Indirect Costs (GPM 530). Specify current rate and base. Use current rate negotiated with the cognizant Federal ne- 
gotiating agency. See GPM for special policy regarding grants to individuals, travel grants, equipment grants, doctoral dis- 
sertation grants, and grants involving participant support costs. Indirect costs should be stated as follows: 
xy.z% of salaries, wages, and fringe benefits or lm.n% of salaries and wages. 

K. Residual Amounts (GPM 253). For incremental funding requests on continuing grants, enter the amount in excess of 
10%. If less than 10%, indicate: none. Residual funds should not be reflected in the budget categories A-!. A justification 
for carryover of funds in excess of 10% is required. 


L. Item L will be the same as item J unless the Foundation disapproves the carryover of funds. If disapproved, Item L 
will equal J minus K. 


APPENDIX C 
PROJECT BUDGET* 


Period Covered: First Year; Second Year; 


(Check one) 
Third Year; Total Period Summary 


APPLICANT ORGANIZATION 


SALARIES AND WAGES (Indicate time to 
be devoted to this project). 


Estimated Project Costs 3) 
NSF Contributed Tota 


Person-months 


of effort 

Senior Staff (A-6) $ $ $ 
Other Professional 
Staff or Consultants $ $ $ 
(B-1,2,3) 
Clerical & Technical , 
Staff (B-4,5,6) $ $ $ 
Subtotal (A+B) $ $ $ 
STAFF BENEFITS (If wat as Direct 
Costs) ( %)  {(C) $ $ $ 
TOTAL SALARIES, WAGES, AND STAFF 
BENEFITS (A + B4C) $ $ $ 
TRAVEL (Domestic Only) (E-1) ¢ $ $ 
PARTICIPANT SUPPORT COSTS (F) $ $ $ 
OTHER DIRECT COSTS (G) $ $ $ 

Materials & Supplies (1) 

Publication Costs (2) 

Consultant Services (3) _ 

Computer Services (4) 

Subcontracts & other costs (5) 
TOTAL DIRECT COSTS (A through G = H) $ $ $ 
INDIRECT COSTS (Federally Established Indirect 
Cost Rate of % of Line ) (1) $ $ $ 
TOTAL COSTS (H +I = J) $ $ $ 


* Items on this budget form are keyed to Form 1030 (Appendix B). 
Itemize only State contributions on this form; summarize the 
Foundation-requested support. 


~~ 


lO 


APPENDIX D 
CURRENT AND PENDING SUPPORT 


The following information should be provided for the project director and all senior personnel. 


Person-Months 


Project Award Period Or % of Effort 
Supporting Title ‘Amount (or § Covered Committed to 
Agency (short form) Annual Rate) By Award the Project 


I. (Name of Project Director) 


A. Current Support 
(if none, report none) 


R. Proposals Pending 
1. This proposal 
2. Pending proposals 


@ 3. Proposals planned 
to be submitted in 
near future 


II. *(Name of Senior Pe “sonnel ) 
A. Current Support 


B. Pending Support 
1. Same as 1(B1) 
2. Same as I(B2) 
3. Same as I(B3) 


III. (Other Agencies to which 
this proposal has been/ 
will be submitted) 


*Each member of staff should be listed separately. 


